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REMARKS 

The above Amendments and these Remarks are in reply to the Office Action mailed August3, 
2005. Claims 1,3-9, 11-16,31, 33-41,43-50,70,73, 82, 84-88,90-107, 112-114, 120 and 121 were 
pending intheApplicationpriorto the outstanding OfficeAction. IntheadvisoryactionmailedAugust3, 
2005, the Examiner indicated that claims 1, 4-9, 12-16, 31, 34-39, 41, 44-49 and 73 were allowed. 
Claims 3, 10, 1 1, 33, 40, 43, 50, 70, 82, 84-88, 90-96, 98-107, 1 12-1 14, 120 and 121 were rejected. 
Claims 70, 82, 84, 85, 86, 90-107, 1 12-1 14, 120 and 121 have been cancelled. The cancellation of these 
claims is for the purpose of allowing apatentto issue on the allowed claims, and should not betaken as an 
agreement that they are anticipated bythepriorartofrecord. applicants continue to traverse all such 
rejections andreserve the right to file a continuation application to re-present these claims. Claims 3, 11, 
33, 40, 43, 50, 87 and 88 have been amended 

Claims 1,3-9, 1 1-16, 31, 33-41, 43-50, 73. 87 and 88 remain forthe Examiner's consideration. 
Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections are respectfully requested. 

Claim rejections Under 35 u.S.C, § 112 

Claims 103-107 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as allegedly being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards 
as the invention. 

Claims 103-107 have been cancelled. 
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Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 102 
Cl aims 3, 11,82,94-96, 120 and 121 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, §102(b)asallegedlybeing 
anticipated by Boyd et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,562,738). Boyd discloses a first joint surface 136 and a 
secondjoint surface 156 (column 6, line 45-46). According to the Examiner, Boyddso discloses "first and 
second sidewalls perpendicular to theplate, and third and fourth walls' \ where <ft [t]he top surface ofthe ball 
slopes from the third wall to the fourth wall" (page 3, last paragraph, third line). 
Claims 82, 94-96, 120 and 121 have been cancelled. 

Claims 3 and 1 1 have been amended by including the word "downward". Boyd does Dot disclose 
that the sur&ce ofthe second plate surface slopes downward from the third end wall to the fourth end wall 
In contrast, the Applicant discloses in amended Claims 3 and 11 "... the top surface slopes downward from 
the third end wall to the fourth end wall.. Thus does not anticipate Applicants Claims 3 and 11. 
The amendment of Claims 3 and 11 are supported in the specification at least al [0029]. 

In view ofthe above, Applicants respectfullyrequest that theExaminerreconsider and withdraw 
the 102(b) rejection. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 33, 40, 43 and50arerejectedunder35U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
over Boyd et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,562,738). 

Claims 33 and43havebeen amendedby including the word "downward". Boyddocs not teach 
or suggest that the top surface of each ofthe elongated ball slop es downward from the third end wall to 
the fourth end wall. In contrast, the Applicant discloses in amended CI aims 3 3 and 43 "■ the top surface 
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of each of the elongatedball slopes downward from the third end wall to the fourth end wall ..." Therefore 
Claims 33 and 43 would not have been obvious at the time the invention was made to aperson having 
ordinary skill in the art without undue experimentation. The amendments to Claims 33 and 43 are 
supported in the specification at least at [0029]. 

Claims 40 and 50 depend upon Claims 33 and 43 respectively and are therefore not obvious. 
Claims 40 and 50 have been amended to reflect their dependencies on Claims 33 and 43. 

Claims 84-88, 90, 91 and 1 12-1 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Boyd et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,562,738), in view of Mamay (U.S. Patent No. 
5,314,477). 

Claims 84-86, 90, 91 and 1 12-1 14havebeen cancelled. Claims 87 and 88 havebeen amended 
by including the word "downward", Boyd does not teach or suggest the ball has a top that slopes 
downward from a first side to a second side and sidewalls. Therefore Claims 87 and 88 would not have 
b een obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art without undue 
experimentation. The amendment of Claims 87 and 88 are supported in the specification at least at 
[0029]. 

Claims 90-93, 98-104, 106, 107 and 1 12-1 Mare rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable overBoyd et al. (U.S. PatentNo. 5,562,738), in view of Parsons (U.S. Patent No. 
5,545,229). Claims 89-160 have been cancelled. 

m view of the above, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw 
the 103(a) rejections. 
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CONCLUSION 



In light of the above, it is respectfully requested that all outstanding rej ections be reconsidered and 
withdrawn. The Examiner is respectfully requested to telephone the undersigned ifhe can assist in anyway 
in expediting issuance of a patent. 

An Information Disclosure Statement and a Fee Transmittal Sheet to cover the required fees 
accompany this Reply. The Commissioner is authorized to charge any underpayment of fees or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No . 06-1325 for any matter in connection with this reply, including any 
fee for extension of time, which may be required. 



Fliesler Meyer LLP 

Four Embarcadero Center, Fourth Floor 

San Francisco, California 941 1 1-4156 

Telephone: (415)362-3800 

Facsimile: (415)362-2928 

ACraig@fdml.com 

Customer No. 23910 



Respectfully submitted, 
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